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Specie B: A variant of SEQ ID No: 1 wherein position 104 has been altered or 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SPCCie C: i^t1! EQ ^ 1 Wh6rein POSiti ° n 256 has been altered or a 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

Specie D: A variant of SEQ ID No: 1 wherein position 369 has been altered or 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SPCCie E: LZSLI- H EQ 10 N ° : 1 WhGrein P0Siti ° n 66 has been alt -ed or a 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SP6Cie F: i^ a 1 °t-f Q ^ 1 Wherdn POSiti ° n 264 has been aIte -d or 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SPCCie G: I' f Q ^ 1 WhCrein P ° Sltl0n 57 has been ^ered or a 

polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 
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Specie H: A variant of SEQ ID No: 1 wherein position 101 has been altered or 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SPCCie ^ LZ*? °5f Q 10 1 Wh6rein POSiti ° n 102 has been altered or 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SP6Cie ^ °, f H EQ ^ 1 Wh6rein POSiti ° n 103 has bee » al*red or a 

polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

Specie K: A variant of SEQ ID No: 1 wherein position 104 has been altered or a 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SPCCie L: °, f f Q 10 N ° : 1 Wherdn P ° sition 105 has been ^ered or a 

polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SP6Cie M: LZZX °t-f Q 10 1 Wh6rein P ° Siti0n 106 has been ^ered or a 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SP6Cie N: wSSi'f Q ID 1 Wherdn POSiti ° n 136 haS been a!tered - a 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SP6Cie °, f f Q ^ 1 Wh6rein P0Siti ° n 193 has been a lt^d or a 

polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SP6Cie ?: H EQ ID N ° : 1 WhCrein P0Siti ° n 342 has bee * altered or a 

polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 

SP6Cie Q: no^w' H EQ ^ N ° : 1 Wherdn P ° Sition 46 has been altered or a 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 
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Application No. 29/1 50l]I^ 
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Spec,eU " i^S^ 



Specie Z: 



A variant of SEQ ID No: 1 wherein position 124 has been altered 
polynucleotide sequence encoding said variant; 



or a 



s ™ i^d~ 

Restriction is only proper if the Cairns of the restricted ^ ^ ^ 
orpatentably distinct. The burden of proof is on the Office to provide reasons and/or 
examples to support any conclusion with regard to patentable distinctness. MPEP §80 3. 

Applicants respecttuHy traverse the retirement for restriction on the grounds tha, the 
Office has no, provided adequate reasons and/or examples to support a conc.usion of 
patentable distinctness between the identified groups. 

In regard to Groups I and II, the Office has characterized the relationship between 
these groups as product and process of making and product and process of use. Citing MPEP 
5806.05(h), the Office states tha, the product as claune. »ca„ be made by another and 
materially different process, such as by synthetic peptide synthesis or purification from the 



• Application No. 29/15 
Reply to Office Action of June 26, 2003. 

-a, source, Applican(s „„„ tha , fte offlce ^ merdy staKd ^ ^ 

purffication trom , he natura , source „ , materja|]y differen( fc ^ ^ 
According AppIicants respecmi „ y submi( ^ ^ office ^ ^ to ^ ^ ^ 
.—y in order to sustai „ me ^ ^ ^ ^ 

H» Office further sta.es tha, 'Ue DNA may be used for processes otter than th e 

Office has mere* stated an msupporled ^ ^ ^ (o ^ ^ ^ ^ 

P-cess ^uCeic acid Nation assa,- is ma,e ri a lly different from the Caimed process 
Appiicants respect^ submit ma , „ e offiM ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

Restriction. Acc „rdi ngly , witMrawa , of ^ ^ ^ 

Moreover, Applicants respectfully traverse on th~ a , 

P uuny traverse on the grounds that the Office has not 

*a, a burden extsts in searchin g the entire apphcatio, Appllcants nofc ^ ^ 
n are CasstSed in the same Cass, 435, and respec,fu„ y submit tha, a search of ah the Cairns 
would not impose a serious burden on the Office. 

Applicants make no statement reg ardi„ 8 the patentee distinctness of the species hut 
note tha, for reaction to be proper, there must he a patentahie difference between the 
spec.es as Caimed. MPEP § S08.0,(a). The Office has no, provided a„ y reasons or exampies 
.o support a conCusion ,ha, me spectes are indeed pa,e„tah, y distinct. Acc ordin gly 
Apphcants respec« Mly submit tha, the resrrtction ,s improper, and Apphcants. eiection of 
species is for examination purposes only. 

With respect to the eiected species, Apphcants respect^ submit that, shouid the 

e^ed species he found aiiowabie, me Office shouid expand its search to the non-eiected 

species. 
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Reply to Office Action of June 26, 2003. 



Therefore, for the reasons 
failed to meet the burden 



presented above, Applicants submit that the Office 



has 



E1 ,. f ""^^'"^—'^^^-^.forResWe^^ 
is respectfully requested. 



Applicants respectfully submit that the above- 
condition for examination on the 



identified application 



is now in 



merits, and early notice of such action i 



is earnestly solicited 



IMIIIIII 

22850 

PHONE: (703)413-3000 
FAX: (703)413-2220 
NFO.RMJ: 



Respectfully submitted, 
S^'A PIVAK ' Mc CLELLAND, 




Srney of Record 
Registration No.: 24,618 

Rohitha M. Jayasuriya 
Registration No. 50,385 
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